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* 15/1/2005-**/*- TO 1995 O TOHratf&cl iflu.-jcOi S*fW, 1975 cWl 

aft MW) fSSU 1995 (ft* wpro f" *" 

infill IffilTOrf) ^ w *1 * TP * 

I^H-TOI ttg ^ * W TO1 3TFtra 4? ftTOTOTOI HTTO*ft ^ ^TF» « 

l^vbiR a 3?^ n; 31*13tl*i nm MR“ii<ti *t 3if*5pra f*yr *n i 

3frj TO: ft*B 7.1.2004 *t 3 iRRJTO1 ™> 2/2004-*IT^<11 BRI #53 ^3 

tpf Pl^x|2] l cK^ WrM ^0<f3 cDTPH TTf SIT I 
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wftgTT 3> foRT 3Ujfol 


ate TO: 75*1TO Rra* A ctRw* SRI 'ire'll ^ ail 1 **t w ^ wa 

*t totohto 47 wftata»ira ortfSra t ate 

aftfeq ^ t <ft WftoRt *5 71TOR rft tfr TORI 3* *1 f%TOfet TOf t I *&*« 
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nETETR c£ ^ 5 ITter 5 t fcF? f|d«f<g Wg>T 7 gRT 5 R^cT dRt ^fRtefT c£t 
ancRfqcucii cjR Tjfe C[R^ gTcft RfiWZIfWeh RJxJ'RT cfr 3TTETR tR (femdicfr qT^RtEft ^ccF eRT^ 
WR" ’df^TcT Wd|c|R3 ojjcTScI uTTR ^ 6fTg YPftSTT cfRdT SPtf&cT ^ 1% W qTEd Rr 
R> foR ^Jcdi cFt elMIclR 'RfNl 7CRT 3M?W t, 1% YRTf^T 3fSJcl7 

lc rRcfcfd 3T9Jc[T RfRf cR ^ fe eft cRT Slfct ^ 3RTcn g ^ i qfrl RlR cf5t TOTdT 

t I ' 


5T1WR cfr 3T^TR SNNicfr ifo f €t 3fflf fe ?R H Rfdfe Ro gR U 4l 

*r. ftr.. Rnng? % erpj qr^RtEfr ^ n ffi&M if wrfer ^ 

fcEJ 3RYlEI fej t I 


3. TPftw cfr fe OTSIR 


'JdlT^ Ro fe 3 TTf 'glfeSR-l, cRIT RrafcEE Ro «fY^<£ 4 ) ^HSjHof RofeTO, 
%TI5Y R 4Rc|Rid R Wft§TT £ fe^ R' HRfe W fe £ .. 

1. ma cf^r H\ mi tti?? ffe fer if |£ £ 3fk^r ^ Rfer ^ fer Rr 
3 tRr? t I 

2. Rt ^ TR #TTR|c<F 30 yfd^ld R dE^FR 20 mIc^IcT gf RRT £ | 

3. WTHJ ^ if fet cfdft ft t I 

R nRqddf cpt dRtsrr nm crR c£ foTxr d-R^TT 77^7 £ | 

4. urm ?JF>3TET 

l rRf^ifM m cf^f grcr ^rwei wu f nf Rf wd i d-^ 

^ht R ferc ^ ^ ^ $ w* $ mw Rife urtertf ^fer 

Rm 23 ^ jncrsrR ^ ^Rfe ^Rf^rfM ^ fe5R qTEfet c^ REjfe 
Mrafr crftt ^Rrt ^pfe ti 


^ 21 2003 ^ 3T%ERT ?jo 14/40/2002- ^ ^ gRT 3lf^Rm fel 

w1 ' r| q ^ U|H '' 1 ^ "^pft^TT g)T RpRr ^cfR 5nRRr>l^ ^ddgKJ RraRr cfc 3T^nY WEI 3TTYRT f- 

dT% ^ Rnft^TT 3T27CTT ^fT ^ Rl ^f^d ^RcRT t^Tglfe c^ 

3TRn ^^g^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ fe oR^t t, ^ ^ 

3T2EIT nRciRid 3T2M ^Rf cE7 f^7 fe ^ cprr ^ 73 ^ ^ 37 ^ ^ ^ 

RlTERT t I 


5. Rldl'dtfRr WIT? 


^ ^ R >fe BcqTg gR^I ^cb l g il ^d & ^xf) t vifr Rp 

^fe 3lRfe7 g5t Ram ^rft ^ 3FHTR 28 R ?M ^TO 284019 c£ 3fe 

3IMI t I eicliRb 7JH c|tHcf»;u| djc^ld^ f c|RhH WcT g> ^iR^ qY fcF# ^ 

^ Ue?cRF5t dff t ( 
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6. Am 

arra sri mg f^teitRcT ^pn % -m <*ff ^nf^r <A fen? an^f w 

^THT 31lelJMch' t eMT W H v3^ 3TSRT \J7pf pftc|4-i ®mi HA ^ Sitet H 
PfrSf ^f ami ^5W& ^Rl^frT ^Ft Wmm t I 

(i) Tf4t«r A f^TTep 21 T<RR 2003 ^f 3Tf^RJtRT R0 14/40/2002-^fh^f H wff 

WfiTeT HA 1 ^fT H 5RfRFfT2f urixT (<ff 3Tt 3TTf) 1 PRerff, 2004 ^ 31 

f3w< 2004 cf>T # I cTSTTft fA^Am <fff 3R^T, eftf 2000-01 ^ W4 3Tcrf%r 
tTep cf5f jfpff I 

(ii) vsrm A *nf*tcr ^t t I 

(iii) HlC-l'Oifl MR*iiqc1l H M'MH b, /, b, 9,10,11,1b, 1 1, IB, 19 d^l 20 A Mld^TM 3f Icf^c^ 

AAA Tpffsn m ^ M i 

7. T^TRT TR^yT <EW 

^?ff eft Pf^fdcbl, TTReT A f^R XPTcfr ^d!4Kii A PTEZR % XERgff waJltf, tfReT A 

~jt^~ 7 t 'iimrriril T 77 T miVrMT'aj^r ^fott ur^^a tt^tVtt tttY huji„oi —i j i fii jdr rzrr ttrt ^ Otr f^v^D-i 

'•'•‘a ^ /innMI^II %<—14 “4\N.^ 'J'-ll ► -i'l «IVI I MIVI'I IVIMI V|| \v»l u IM' M i 'RIIWI 

TJU^7 it TTH dJlrk A TTTTrT vUtMT TTOHH rH$ U7T .'UTT^' ffrrTTjf Tf Ou^fciftdH 7K* "UTTTTTT rkJll] •_ 

. * ». .^.' > 1 ... .. %*•'—** -i«4 -1 1X4 T M ^ . 

PlR^ci MTf^lcni^ 

PRpM ^Cf Rgrf^TTTeRI (^f uff X? ^f) 

enter x?cf wcw 

grf&FHJ ftRFT 

x?dk ^ch 

pf foxff-110011 

xJfcRT: 91-11-23014418 

ar^T ^fff fl?ra^ iff prm ^ ^raf^RT mA ^ ^fRrr 

f^rfftd A Hh ctM ^ 5R^r m t i mf^rff H Afm 
dlel f^^ff P5RPR gKI aFlfxpfR wid^ M<-^d f^>i|| ufHT 3Pl1$R fuf% PfixT 

fen? 'fpff f%?ra^r psrwfj ^ri Piflan^ ^14^1 Picr> m^i^ci ^ ^qt ampri I 


8 . 


dcfHH PrixT ^ Cpf^ XfJxFTT fTSJT ^ddl^ XfepR H STfffEr feTferT 

v5Tl^ xTlflx? vff vdqjchd TR Hlt^cblfl H TTPFT ^ ^pffSH W^f 3Tf^gxRT H 5RJRR efff dlfl^ 

^ meff^T (40) f^fr H X4n? I ^ FMst Wr-#fTT ^ iffeR XJJXHT mR pff ?Fff 

t, 3rapr 3^ff ^xpn ^ % efr xjq^cR f^RRidcff H A 

Wfcm cfszff H 3TRR XR 3PT% Wef mRumh ^ t I 
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9. 


Hl4v*Pl<b tBI MtgWT 


Pm 6(7) 3TJHR ^ ^ i%^ TT? ^Ff tfKfote MOT ^ t 

f^ij yrtorft TFra sfv fea«re* ^rfM 3M ^rrfSnM ^ trsj majci f?K ^ 

c^ 3Ffm%r am ^ ^ t I ^ ^ 3ncr?w ^Tf ^ w ^ t ^ 

^cT trtt P; iffcrc ^ ar^sn \3VcW ^ cnxi^l t 3Rjcrc ^tfq ff ar^rf^P «nqT^id41 t 

m*\ TTRT ^TeW cTwfr ^ STTEfTT ^ 3P^ ^ TRBcf t c^T cf^T W5K 

cf?t xrafrf^ar cf? t I 


■§7 f^Kt TnMid 

ministry of commerce and industry 

(Department of Commerce) 


{DIRECTORATE GENERAL Uh AN t i-DUIviPiNG AND ALL! 

INITIATION NOTIFICATION 


cn m it icQ\ 

I_. \s L-^ ^ * 1 «—'-'/ 


New Delhi, the 2nd March, 2005 


(Mid-term Review) 

Subiect • Initiation of Mid-term Review of anti-dumping duty imposed on i mports 
fnto India ol Borax Decahydrate (BOH) originating in or exported from Turkey. 

_ •*■ - rr a ^ i 


_ , . __I l. lL#s r*i T/'sri ff Ant - 107 ^ 

No 15/1/2005-DGAD - Whereasnavingieyaiuiuuicfwuow.no .<=.,„, r— 

‘__,j_i -mot; -bnH the nnctnmQ Tariff {Identification. Assessment and 

Collection of DutymVddl.onll Duiy'on Dumped Articles and for Determination 
of Injury) Rules, 1995 (hereinafter referred to as the Rules), vide Notification No. 
14/40/2002-DGAD dated 21 st November 2003, the Designated Authority 
(hereinafter referred to as the Authority) notified its final findings recommend g 
S anMumping duty on import of Borax Decahydrate (hereinafter also 
referred to as subject goods) originating in or exported from the Turkey 
China . 


And whereas definitive anti-dumping duty was imposed on the subject goods 
vide Customs Notification No. 2/2004-Customs dated 7.1.2004. 


2. Request for Review 


Whereas the Rules require the Authority to review, from time to time, he 
need for continued imposition of Anti-Dumping Duty and if it is satisfied, on the 
basis of positive information received by it that there is no J ustl [‘ cat ^ f ° 
continued imposition of such duty, the authority may recommend to the Cental 
Government for its withdrawal. Notwithstanding, the above P r0V ' S10 "’ td ® 
authority is required to review, on the basis of positive information submitted y 
anv interested party substantiating the need for a review, provided that 
reasonable period of time has elapsed since the imposition of the definitl ^ e 
dumpinq duty whether continued imposition of the duty is necessary to o 
dumping, whether the injury would be likely to continue or recur if the duty were 

removed or varied, or both. 


In terms of the above provision, ^producer M/s ^T^no'idings. Turkey 


in itfiins ui me uuu.v -, ■ n ,_ u s -\„a ~ 

and Avnorter M/s Borochemie internationai Fit; du, omgapGre ..as ^ 

- -"T - I ._tkf, on)LHiimninn Hlltv in 


ann exnoner ivi/s DuiucuciMii. ii nwi> -- — , ~ _ 

for a changed circumstances mid-term review of the anti-dumping duty in force. 


' ' } 




ft ■ V* *' 'N 


"r* 


"•ui’' 
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3. Grounds for Review 


The producer M/s ETI Holdings, Turkey and exporter M/s Borochemie 
international Pte Ltd, Singapore has listed the following grounds for changed 
circumstances review 

1. The CIF export price to India has increased and the landed value is higher 
than the reference price fixed. 

2. The Customs duty on BDH has been reduced from 30% to 20%. 

3. The normal value has come down significantly. 

This change in circumstances has been considered appropriate to initiate a 
review.. 


4. Initiation 

Having regard to the positive information provided by the applicant 
indicating the changed circumstances necessitating a review of the measure in 
force, the Designated Authority now considers that a mid-term review of the Anti¬ 
dumping Duty is appropriate in view of the changed circumstances, in terms of 
The provision of Ruie 23 supra. 

Having decided to review the final findings notified vide Notification No 
14/40/2002-DGAD dated 21 st November 2003, the Authority hereby initiates the 
investigations in terms of the Rules, to review whether continued imposition of 
the duty on imports of Borax decahydrate originating in or exported from the 
Turkey is necessary to offset dumping, whether the injury would be likely to 
continue or recur if the duty were removed or varied, or both. 

5. Product under consideration 

The product involved in the original investigation and the current review is 
Borax decahydrate (BDH) falling under heading No.284019 in Chapter 28 of the 
First Schedule to the said Customs Tariff Act and ITC HS classification. This 
classification, however, is indicative only and, in no way, binding on the scope of 
the present investigation. 

6. Procedure 

The investigation will determine whether continued imposition of the duty is 
necessary to offset dumping, whether the injury is likely to continue or recur if the 
duty were removed or varied, or both. 
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(i) The review will cover all aspects of Notification No I4/40/2002-DGAD 
dated 21 st November 2003. The period of investigation (POI) for the 
purpose of this review will be 1 st January 2004 to 31 st December 2004. 
However, injury analysis shall cover the years from 2000-01 to POI. 

(ii) The country involved in this investigation is Turkey. 

(iii) The provisions of Rules 6,7,8,9,10,11.16,17,18,19 and 20 of the Anti- 
Dumping Rules supra shall be mutatis mutandis applied in this review. 

7. Submission of information 

The exporters in subject country, their government through their embassy 
in India, the importers and users in India known to be concerned and the 
domestic industry are being addressed separately to submit relevant information 
in the form and manner prescribed and to make their views know to the: 

The Designated Authority 

Directorate General of Anti-Dumping and Allied Duties (DGAD) 

Ministry of Commerce & Industry 

Department of Commerce 

Udyog Bhavan 

New Delhi-110011 

Fax No 91-11-23014418 

Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the 
investigation in the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out 
below. Any party making confidential submissions before the Authority is required 
to file a non-confidential version of the same, for placing the same in the public 
folder for inspection by all other interested parties to the investigation. 

8- Time Limit 

Any information relating to the present review and any request for hearing should 
be sent in writing so as to reach the Authority at the address mentioned above 
not later than forty days (40 days) form the date of publication of this review 
notification. If no information is received within the prescribed time limit or the 
information received is incomplete, the Designated Authority may record its 
findings on the basis of the facts available on record in accordance with the 
Rules supra. 

9. Inspection of Public File 

In terms of Rules 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public file 
containing non-confidential version of the submissions made by other interested 
parties before the Designated Authority. In case an interested party refuses 
access to, or otherwise does not provide necessary information within a 
reasonable period, or significantly impedes the investigation, the Authority may 
records its findings on the basis of the facts available to it and make such 
recommendations to the Central Government as deemed fit. 

Dr. CHRISTY FERNANDEZ, Designated Authority 
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